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The following paper was received a little before the re - 
cefs of the Royal Society, in 1763; but was after¬ 
wards miflaid, and not pound 'till the beginning of 
April 1764. To this accident is folely to be imputed 
the delay of it's publication. 

XXII. Some Remarks upon the firjl Part of 
M. rAbbe Barthelemy’s Memoir on the 
Phoenician Letters , relative to a Phoenician 
Infcription in the If and of Malta. In a 
Letter to the Rev. Thomas Birch, D. D. 
Secret. R. S. from the Rev. John Swinton, 
B. D. F. R. S. Member of the Aca¬ 
demy degli Apatifti at Florence, and of 
the Etrufcan Academy of Cortona in 
Tufcany. 

Good Sir, 

Read April 12, /T l’Abbe Barthelemy having lately 
* 7 6 4 " jLVl # communicated to the learned 
world (1) a copy of one of the Phoenician infcripti- 
ons long fince difcovered in the ifland of Malta, more 
accurately taken (as he pretends) than any of thofe 
that had ever before appeared, and attempted to ex- 

(1) Mem. dims lequel on prouve, que let Chi not s font line, cohrnie 
Egyptienne, par M. de Guignes, &c. p. 39—54, A Paris, 
1760. 
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plain it in a manner perfedlly new; T /ball beg leave 
to make a few curfory remarks upon what he has 
been pleafed to advance, on this occafion. Which 
remarks may perhaps be deemed not altogether un- 
neceffary, as part of the infcription, according to M. 
PAbbe’s ledtion of it, feems at lead fomewhat involv¬ 
ed, if not wholly unintelligible; and confequently 
will admit, unlefs I am greatly deceived, of a farther 
illudration. Nor can M. l’Abbe be difguded at my 
prefuming to differ in a few particulars from him, as 
tie is not adted by a fpirit of odentation, of a third 
after applaufe, but the love of truth; and as he has 
taken the fame liberty with one of my diflertations* 
which the Royal Society did me the honour to pub- 
11 fh a few years fince, upon a fimilar fubjedh. 

I. 

M. l’Abbe obferves, that “ in (2) the beginning 
“ the Phoenician letters were not diftinguifhed from 
** the Samaritan j but that mod of them in procefs 
« of time admitted of fuch great variations, that the 
“ traces of their origin are very frequently lod.” 
Hence it feems to appear, that the later any Phoeni¬ 
cian inlcriptions are, the more the forms of their 
letters mud recede from thofe of the correfpondent 
Samaritan j and, vice verfa, that the more remote the 
dudts of any Phoenician elements from thofe of the 
correfpondent Samaritan are, the later fuch charadters, 
and confequently the infcriptions formed of them, 
mud be. Let this be allowed, and it will be fuffi- 
ccntly manifed, that the Maltefe infcription (which 

(2) Ibid. p. 39. 

our 
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our author feems to have had principally in view, 
when he made the preceding obfervations) is fe- 
veral years' at lead: pofterior to the days of Simon, 
prince and high-pried: of the Jews. The alphabet 
therefore deduced from this inscription, which differs 
pretty confiderably from that exhibited by the fepul- 
chral ftones found in the ruins of Citium, ought not 
to pafs for the true antient Phoenician alphabet, that 
prevailed over fo great a part of the Eaft in the earlier 
ages. 

From the paffage here produced we may farther 
infer, that the Phoenician infcriptions either coeval 
with the Samaritan coins ftruck by Simon, prince 
and high pried; of the Jews, or older than thofe 
coins, mud: be formed of letters, for the mod: part, 
extremely fimilar to the Samaritan. And this we 
find in fadt to be true. Many of the elements 
therefore of thofe infcriptions may be more eafily 
difcovered by the affiftance of Simon’s medals, than by 
that of any monument of antiquity feveral hundred 
years later. Nay, the powers of many letters, allowed 
to belong to the Phoenician alphabet, have been actually 
afcertained by means of the correfpondent elements 
on the Samaritan coins. We muff not therefore too 
haftily admit, or too clofely adhere to, what M. l’Abbe 
has been (3) pleafed to lay down, in the mod: unli¬ 
mited terms, as a certain and indubitable truth; viz. 
that “ a Phoenician alphabet ought by no means to 
“ be founded upon the affinity of its letters with thofe 
“ of other alphabets.” The alphabets he himfelf 
has given us, incomplete as they are, will be confi- 
dered as a fufficient refutation of this affertion. 

(3) Ibid. & Planch. I. 
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What has been here obferved of the Maltefe in- 
fcription is, with regard to it’s antiquity, at leaft, 
equally applicable to that of Carpentras (4), the 
dufts of whofe letters are ftill more remote from 
thofe of the Samaritan; and confequently this, ac¬ 
cording to M. 1 ’Abbe’s decifion, muft be ftill of a 
later date. And, indeed, the rude and almoft bar¬ 
barous forms of it’s Phoenician elements render this 
inconteftably clear. Some of them are extremely 
limilar to, if not apparently the fame with, thofe of 
the correfpondent letters on certain Spanifti or Afri¬ 
can Phoenician coins, ftruck, as there is reafon to be¬ 
lieve, after the commencement of the Roman em¬ 
pire. And if this be the cafe, how can we fuppofe 
them to have been fome of the firft alphabetic cha- 
ra&ers that ever appeared, or thofe immediately de¬ 
duced (5) from hieroglyphics themfelves? They feem 
to have been only corruptions of the earlier Phoenician 
letters, from whofe forms feveral of them have very 
confiderably varied. So high an antiquity as that 
above fuppofed is not announced by the face of the 
infcription, and therefore the learned will not perhaps 
readily aflent to fuch a fuppofition. 


II. 


The eleventh letter of the firft line, which is taken 
for e Tibau, feems to have been a little mutilated by 
the injuries of Time ; as part of the ftrait line cutting 


(4) Ibid. p. 53. 

{5) Recuetl d’ Anti quit. Egypt. Etrufq . Grec. & Remain, par 
M. le Comte de Caylus, Tom. I. p. 65. Plan, xxvi, A Paris, 
1752. 


the 



the perpendicular, in this element, is effaced. That 
this is faCt, appears from two tetradrachms of Men*, 
an antient town of Sicily, at prefent going under the 
denomination of Meneo, now in my hands; on one of 
which the whole figure of this kind of Thau is per¬ 
fectly well preferved, and on the other a fimilar 
figure is vifible, though the original tranfverfe line 
has been fomewhat diminifhed. One of (6) Lord 
Pembroke’s medals of the fame town alfo prefents to 
our view a Thau completely formed. We meet with 
this letter in the Citiean infcriptions, fometimes as it 
has been handed down to us by the Punic Medals of 
Sicily, and fometimes as it is reprefented in M. 1’Abbe’s 
plate of the Maltefe infcription; part of it perhaps 
having been loft, in the courfe of fo many ages. 
However, that the earlier Phoenician Thau frequently 
bore fome fort of refemblance to the character taken 
for the fame element on the Sicilian coins, there is 
great realbn to believe j fince otherwife it could not 
have refembled a crofs, as it moil certainly did. 
For that the antient Samaritan Thau, nearly agreeing 
in figure with the Phoenician, had the appearance of 
a crofs, we learn from fome good (7) authors. In 
the later periods, and perhaps to the time when 
the Phoenician alphabet itfelf began to be difufed, 
it might in certain countries, pretty remote from 
Phoenicia, have affumed a fomewhat different form, 
though this I muft not pretend abfolutely to affirm j 
but that the infcription I am confidering exhibited at 

(6) Num. Am. &c. a Thom. Pemb. et Mont. Gomer. 
Com. Colleft. P. 2. T. 87. Lond. 1746. 

(7) Tcrtullian. Hieronym. &c. Vid. Val. Em. Loefcher. De 
Can/. Ling. Eb. p. 234. Francofurti & Lipfis, 1706. 

R 2 firft 
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fir ft the complete figure of Thau, (8) from P. Lupi’s 
draught of it, taken upon the fpot, in 1735, I 
think we may fairly prefume. And that the Thau, 
as it there appears, was not feldom ufed in the 
earlier Carthaginian times, from the medals of Me¬ 
nas already touched upon, to omit others that might 
be produced, is, I conceive, inconteftably clear. 

III. 

I cannot forbear fufpeding, that M. l’Abbe has a 
little deviated from the genuine form of the Aleph 
in his plate •, notwithftanding the accuracy with which, 
as he informs us. Count Caylus’s copy was taken. That 
Phoenician element occurs upon my Punic and Phoe¬ 
nician coins, not to mention thofe of my friends, a- 
bove thirty times 5 and yet not one of thefe charac¬ 
ters exhibits an angle, formed of two right lines 
cutting the perpendicular, as does the Aleph here. 
Nor do we meet with fuch a figure of Aleph in the 
Citiean infcription, preferved on the original flone, 
brought from Cyprus by Dr. Porter, and prefented 
to the Univerfity of Oxford by Charles Gray, Efq; 
member of Parliament for Colchefter, and fellow 
of the Royal Society j though the ufual form of this 
letter is found, oftener than once, in that infcription. 
P. Lupi’s copy (9) of the Maltefe infcription exhibits 
the Aleph (whofe duds were perhaps better preferved 
when that tranfcript was taken than at the time Count 

(8) Sig. Ant. Fran. Gor . ' Difef. dell' Alphab. Etrufc. p. 102. 
b Tab. III. p. 109. In Firenze, 1749. Lup. Letter. Pbilolog, 
Let. XF. p. 6. 

(9) Gor. Difef. dell' Alphab. Etrufc. b Lup. ubi fup. 

Caylus’s 
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Caylus’s copy was fent him) as it appears on my 
Punic and Phoenician coins. 


IV. 

The eighteenth letter of the firft line of this in- 
fcription is not He, as M. l’Abbe fuppofes, but Mem . 
This is rendered indifputable by the form of the ele¬ 
ment itfelf, as well as by the tenor of the infcrip- 
tion. That the form of the element perfectly re- 
fembles, or rather is altogether the fame with, that 
of Mem , is fufficiently evident from M. f Abbe’s own 
plate, and even more fo from the copy communicat¬ 
ed to Sig. Gori by P. Lupi. And with regard to the 
tenor of the infcription, I (hall not fcruple to affirm, 
that this abfblutely requires the letter to be Mem, and 
not He. For otherwife the word tzora, or 

tzvra, muft denote Tyre; whereas the name of 
that city in Syriac, fuppofed by M. l’Abbe to be 
the language of the infcription, as well as Chaldee, 
Hebrew, Samaritan, and Arabic, is *1J{, tzor, or 
Tzvr. To which we may add, that the four laft 
elements of this line cannot form the word TTH, 
hoc votvm, this vow, as M. l’Abbe afferts, be- 
caufe that would be neither Syriac nor fenfe; as the 
monument could not with any manner of propriety 
be termed a vow, and confequently could not be 
tranfmitted down to future ages under the denomi¬ 
nation of this vow. It was not a vow, but 
eredted in purfuance of a vow. The eighteenth 
and the three preceding letters then form the words 
ON 12?, tyrvs mater, or rather here tyri ma- 
tris, of tyre the metropolis, as we find that 

city 
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city actually dyled on feveral Tyrian coins. This 
feme is perfectly confonant to the tenor of the in- 
fcripiion, and will therefore, I flatter myfelf, be rea¬ 
dily admitted by (io) M. l’Abbe. 

But to put the point here infilled on even beyond 
the poffibility of a doubt, I fliall beg leave farther 
to obferve, that 1 have two of thofe Phoenician coins 
(11) attributed by M. l’Abbe to the city of Marathus; 
one of which exhibits the fird letter Mem as it (lands 
in his alphabet, ( ) and the other exadtly as he 

hasprefented to our view the pretended form (*ff) of 
He. Such demonftration as this muft convince every 
one, that is not refolved to be proof againft conviction, 
and be allowed abfolutely decifive in this affair. 


V. 

Though M. 1’Abbe has not inferted the lad letter 
of the word my, in the beginning of the fecond 
line, that element was neverthelefs mod certainly 
Vau. This is fufficiently manifed from P. Lupi’s (12) 
copy, as well as from the vacant fpace after Daleth , 
which is capable of containing only a Angle letter, 
and that can be no other than Vau. Befides, 

OD13S BENEDICAT ILLIS, not NOBIS, MAY HE 

bless, or prosper, them, not us, the lad word 
of the infcription, lets this point in the cleared light. 
The next word but one, ’njO, has been rendered by 
M. l’Abbe Barthelemy et frater mevs, though 
et prater eivs mud be allowed much morecon- 

(10) 'Journal des Sfavans, Aout 1760. p. 267—271. 

(11) Ibid. p. 275. 

(12) Gor. 5c Lup. ubi fup. 
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fonant to the tenor of the infcription. I am there¬ 
fore inclined to believe, that the word ought to 
be confidered as in regimen, or conftrudion; and 
that the proper name abdasar, is un- 

dejftood after the laft mentioned term. Inftances of 
fuch an ellipfis as this occur, in psal. lxxiv. 19. 
isai. xiv. 6. &c. and have been produced by Buxtorf, 
in the piece (13) referred to here. To which we 
may add, that the perfon of the verb yoy ftrongly 
countenances, at leaft, if it does not give an abfolute 
fandion to, what has been here propofed to the 
confideration of the learned. 

VI. 

The proper name “iDN’-Qy, in the fecond line of 
the infcription, was pronounced, as I apprehend, by 
the orientals abdasar, or abdeser, not abdas- 
sar. This is rendered not a little probable by the 
proper names asar-haddon and tiglath-pil- 
eser, the Samech neither in asar nor eser there 
having received a dagefch from the Malbrites. The 
fame (14) point is alfo confirmed by the Septuagint. 
It likewife appears from the Etrufcan jEsar, which is 
evidently the fame word with the Phoenician and 
Chaldee asar, or eser, and in common with it 
denotes god. That asar, or eser, in general 
fignified god, is allowed by a (15) learned writer j 


(13) Johan. Buxtorf. Thefaur. Grammat. Ling. Sanft. Hebr , 
p. 363. Bafileas, 1663. 

(14) 2 King. xv. 29. xix. 37. Isai. xxxvii. 38. Ezr. iv. 2. 
Vid. etiam Matth. Hiller. Onomaji. Sacr. p. 607, 608. 

(15) Matth. Hiller. Onomaji. Sacr. p. 596. Tubingae, 1706. 

though 
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though that it was alfo applied to one particular deity, 
the words asar-haddon, tiglath-pil-eser, &c. 
feem clearly to evince. The Gallic hesvs, taken 
by fome for the god Mars, of a fimilar found, may 
perhaps bring an acceffion of ftrength to what has been 
here advanced. The name asar, or eser, there¬ 
fore amongft the Phoenicians was probably both equi¬ 
valent to the general term god, and likewife pointed 
out to them one particular deity. In abd-asar, or 
abd-eser, it mull have anfwered to bacchus, 
or dionysvsj the whole name correlponding with 
AI 0 NTZI 02 , bacchicvs, of or belonging to 
bacchvs, the servant of bacchvs, the true 
import of the two words abd-asar, or abd-eser, 
of which this Phoenician proper name is compofed. 

VII. 

With regard to the next proper name, 

“l£ 5 “OTDN*, or rather “lOrra'IDN, aserim-hammar, 
M. l’Abbe and I differ confiderably in our notions. 
He takes the fourth letter for He, and I for Mem. 
Now this character is exadtly the fame with that in 
the iirft line of the infcription, which I have already 
proved to be Mem, and confequently it muft be con- 
fidered as altogether the fame element. Admit this, 
and the two words forming the proper name, 

“ID> or rather “IDH“C3“1DK, will immediately occur. 
I fay *lD”CnDtf> or rather IQTrCFlDN, becaufe fuch 
an elliplis of the prefix (particularly (i 6) in the proper 
name "]Sor may fometimes be 

(i6) Id. ibid. p. 603, 608. 

obferved. 
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obferved. In fine *'i0' _ O“iDK, or *1DiT“D^DK> muft 
be compofed of D")Dtf> aserim, (the Phoenician 
name of one of the kings of Tyre, (17) according to 
Menander Ephefius) and hammar, ipse do- 
minvs ; the term “io> mar, entering into the com- 
pofition of certain fimilar (18) names. Now aserim- 
hammar being equivalent in Phoenician to theGreek, 
or rather Egyptian, sarapion j the deity deno¬ 
minated sarapi, or sarapis, in Egypt, muft 
have affumed the name of aserim at Tyre, as from 
the infcription now before me may be very fairly in¬ 
ferred. 


VIII. 

That the firft letter of the third line is Mem , and 
not He , as M. l’Abbe is pleafed to affirm, both the 
form itfelf and the fenfe of this part of the infcrip¬ 
tion feem evidently to prove. The figure here is al¬ 
together the fame with that of the eighteenth element 
in the preceding line, and confequently muft be allow¬ 
ed to reprefent Mem. The fenfe alfo evinces 
this, beyond the poflibility of a doubt. For, I be¬ 
lieve, it will be no eafy matter to prove the reality of 
M. 1’Abbe’s word pjft, or at leaft to render it intel¬ 
ligible here. But with refped to the word p, which 
I take the two firft letters to form, equivalent in Sy¬ 
riac to the (19) Latin qvi (eft), or is qvi (eft), it 

(17) Menand. Ephef. apud Jofeph. Cont. Apion. Lib. I. 

(18) Matth. Hiller, ubi fup. p. 602, 603. 

(19) Buxtorf. Lex. Chald. {S’ Syriac, p, 301, 302. 
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clearly continues the fenfe, and is of courfe moft 
perfectly confonant to the tenor of the infcription. 


IX. 

What has been obferved of the laft mentioned 
character is equally applicable to the eighth and twen¬ 
tieth elements of the fame line. They are both in¬ 
dubitably Mem. This, not only by the powers of 
the letters with which they are immediately connected, 
but likewife by what has been already advanced, is ren¬ 
dered indifputably clear. ’Tis worthy obfervation, 
that M. l’Abbe Fourmont was the firft (20) who took 
this character for He ; and pretended, abfurdly enough, 
to deduce it from the Eftrangelo form of that ele¬ 
ment. 


X. 

With regard to the laft word but one of the in¬ 
fcription, CfrpyDDD, or O’SpyODS, it feems to be 
compofed of the infeparable particles, ft, ft, and 
the participle cbpyD, or D»7pyD> tortvosi, in- 
FLEXI, TORTE NAVIGANTES, or HVC ET ILLVC 

agitati. This therefore may be appofitely enough 
rendered, tanqvam ex iis qvi hvc et illvc 

AGITANTVR, INFLEXO CVRSV (vel ITINERE) JAC- 
tantvr, torte NAviGANT, &c. It may alfo be 
tranflated, with fufficient propriety, qvvm hvc et 

ILLVC AGITATI fuerint, QVVM TORTE NAVIGA- 
VERINT, &C. WHEN THEY SHALL BE TOSSED (upon 

(20) Saggi di Dijfertazion. Accadtmich. lAc. di Corton. Tom. 
III. p. 90. In Roma, 1741. 

the 
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the fea) hither and thither, when with 

MANY TURNINGS AND WINDINGS THEY SHALL 

plough the ocean, &c. the particle 3 fometimes 
denoting qv vm, and a pleonafmus or redundancy of 
!2 having not been antiently uncommon, according to 
(21) Noldius. 

The two Maltefe ftones therefore adorned with this 
infcription, fimilar to many others with which we are 
fupplied by the remains of antiquity, muft beconfidered 
as votive monuments. They were erefted by Diony- 
iius and Sarapion, both Tyrians, and the Tons of Sara- 
pion, in confequence of a vow, to Hercules, furnamed 
the conductor, or the chief conductor, for a 
profperous voyage. That the infcription runs in the 
third perfon, not the firft, as M. l’Abbe Barthelemy 
afferts, from the correfpondent Greek one, and the 
conliderations already offered in fupport of this point, 
feems fufficiently clear. This the laft word 0313 ’, 

BENEDICET ILLIS, not NOBIS, HE WILL BLESS 
THEM, not US, or BENEDICAT IPSIS, MAY HE 

bless them, not us, muft be allowed alfo indubi¬ 
tably to prove. 


XI. 

If the preceding obfervations (hould meet with the 
approbation of the Royal Society, the following trans¬ 
lations of the infcription now before me may perhaps 
not prove unacceptable to the learned. [See the In¬ 
fcription, Tab. XI.] 

(21) Chrift. Nold. Concordant. Particular. Ebrao-Chald. p. 353, 
354» 47°* 1734* 

S 2 p-mS 
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yu ok Y* byn mp^ pna*? 

naonoK ’nm iDtaw my 
yoos notniy p "idb-idk p p 
D3"0» Cbp 

DOMINO NOSTRO MELCARTHO DEO (tUtelari) TYRI 
MATRIS VOTVM 

FECERVNT ABDASARVS ET FRATER (ABDASARl) 
ASERIM—HAMMARVS 

IS QVI FILIVS (eft) ASERIM-HAMMARI FILII AB- 
DASARI—IIS 

TORTE NAVI GANT IB VS (vel HVC ET ILLVC INFLEXO 
CVRSV AGITATIS) BENEDICAT. 

ABDASAR AND HIS BROTHER AS E RIM-HA MM AR 
WHO (alfo) IS THE SON OF ASERIM-HAMMAR THE 
SON OF ABDASAR HAVE MADE A VOW TO MEL- 

carthus (or Hercules) the (tutelary) GOD OF 

TYRE THE METROPOLIS- IN THEIR TURNINGS 

AND WINDINGS (or IN THEIR CROOKED NAVIGA¬ 
TION) MAY HE BLESS (or PROSPER) THEM. 

That M. l’Abbe Barthelemy’s explication of the 
infcription here conlidered is at leaft fomewhat in¬ 
volved, from the foregoing remarks, feems fuffici- 
ently clear; whether or no his obfcurity, or miftakes, 
if any fuch there be, are removed by the illuftration 
now offered, the Royal Society will be the beft able 
to decide. 

But though M. l’Abbe has perhaps not arrived at 
a complete interpretation of this infcription, he has 
neverthelefs thrown much more light upon it than 

either 
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either M. le Commandeur (22) de Marne, or M. 
l’Abbe Fourmont, or indeed any other perfon who 
attempted, before his memoir was read, an explica¬ 
tion of it. This cannot but be acceptable to the 
lovers of antiquity, and muft intitle him to the thanks 
of the learned world. 


XII. 

The language of the infcription is a mixture of 
Hebrew and Syriac. The firft word, plnS, muft 
be looked upon as Syriac; as may likewife the fixth 
term, Ttt, on account of the fenfe wherein it is ufed. 
The feventh is Hebrew, as well as Syriac. The ninth, 
however we render it, is undoubtedly Hebrew j and 
the eleventh, however this may have efcaped M. 
l’Abbe, as certainly Syriac. The two laft words are 
manifeftly Hebrew, though in the laft fyllable of the 
former of them Jod is fuppreffed. But this is intirely 
confonant to the Phoenician form, the coins ftruck 
at Sidon generally exhibiting OJ'iy'?, for 
with the Jod expunged. The term p, son, ufed 
twice in this infcription, is here alfo apparently He¬ 
brew. We cannot therefore infer from the mo¬ 
nument under confideration, as (23) M. I’Abbe 
Barthelemy has done, that “ there is lcarce any 
“ difference at all between the Phoenician and Syriac 
“ languages.’* Nor will M. (24) de Guignes me- 


(22) Saggi di Differ ta%i on. Accademich. &c. di Corton . Tom. I. 
Par. I. p. 25—34. In Roma, 1735. & Tom. III. p. 89—nu 
In Roma, 1741. 

(23) M. de Guign. ubi fup. p. 47* 

{24) Id. ibid. p. 6o* 


rit 
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rit the attention of the learned, when he is pleated 
to afiert, that “ M. l’Abbe Barthelemy has actually 
“ proved, from this infcription, that the Phoenician 
“ language is nothing elfe but the Syriac tongue.” 

XIII. 

As the moft antient Phoenician language was al- 
moft intirely the fame with the (25) Hebrew, the Sy¬ 
riac words that occur in this infcription, together with 
what has been already remarked of the forms of the 
letters it contains, announce it to have been of a later 
date. The figure of the Koph in particular agrees in 
all refpefts with the form of the fame element ex¬ 
hibited by a coin ftruck at Achola, or Achulla, as 
the name appears on this medal, in the Auguftan 
age. That at this time, and even earlier, as well as 
later, feveral Syriac words fhould have been ufed by 
the Phoenicians of Tyre, can be no matter of fur- 
prize, when we confider, that the Jews themfelves, 
during this period, fpoke a language extremely fimi- 
lar to, if not almoft intirely the fame with, the Syriac. 

XIV. 

I muft beg leave farther to remark, that, by the af- 
fiftance of the monument now before me, two Phoe¬ 
nician proper names have been difcovered, which 
have never hitherto in any of the antient hiftorians 
occurred. As the Aleph in "ON was, however, fome- 
times pronounced like E, and perhaps I, the word 

(25) Bochart. Chan, lab, II. cap. 1. 

ABDISSAR 
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abdissar, (26) met with by M. 1’Abbe Barthelemy 
on an antient coin, and abdasar, exhibited by the 
Maitefe {tones, may by fome poffibly be confidered 
as nearly the fame name. Should this prove really 
the cafe, M. l’Abbe muft be allowed to have been 
extremely lucky in meeting with a proper name fo 
fimilar to, or rather fcarcediftinguilhable from, one pre- 
ferved in an infcription, he was juft going to explain. 
Be this as it will, the word abdasar appears, as a 
part of another Phoenician infcription, on a piece of 
marble, found amongft the ruins of Citium; which 
was prefented by Charles Gray, Efquire, member of 
Parliament for Colchefter, and fellow of the Royal 
Society, a gentleman of great merit and erudition, 
to the Univerfity of Oxford. 

XV. 

To what has been here advanced it may not be 
improper to fubjoin an alphabetic table of the Phoe¬ 
nician letters forming the Maitefe infcription, which 
M. l’Abbe Barthelemy has lately attempted to explain j 
[Vide Tab. XI.] and on which, in this paper, I have 
been endeavouring to throw fome additional light. 

The form of the Thau in the table, not bearing the 
leaft refemblance to a crofs, approaches pretty near 
that of Tzade (27), as exhibited by feveral of my 

(26) Mem. de Litter. &c. Tom. XXVIII. p. 597. A Paris, 
1761. 

(27) Of all the letters in the Phoenician alphabet none perhaps 
has a greater variety of forms than Tzade. One of thefe, that 
not feldom occurs upon the Tyrian and Sidonian coins, pretty 
much refembles the character which M. l’Abbe Barthelemy takes 
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Tyrian and Sidonian coins; though the/e thara&ers, 
as upon infpection will appear, are fufficiently diftin- 
guifhahle from each other. 

foxThaUy in the Phoenician infcription here explained. Now this 
very figure of Tzade immediately precedes the numeral charac¬ 
ters in the exergues of feveral Sidonian coins, and is itfelf imme¬ 
diately preceded by the letter Schin . Thofe two elements there¬ 
fore, as occurring on the medals of Sidon, and preceding a date, 
I took for the initial letters of the words H3!J% the year 
OF sidon ; and evinced this by fuch reafons as, I apprehended, 
could not be eafily overthrown. But M. l’Abbe Barthelemy be¬ 
lieves the two elements to form the word H t£f, year ; and has 
been followed in this notion by M. Pellerin, who feems a little 
to exult, and triumph, on the occafion. However, I ft ill am 
fully convinced of the truth of what I formerly advanced ; and 
am hindered from coming into M. l’Abbe’s opinion, by the fol¬ 
lowing confiderations. 

1. The very character I took for Tzade is the firft letter of 
the words tzor, or tzvr, and tzidon, tyre and 
sidon, on feveral Tyrian and Sidonian coins. This dire&ly 
evinces the point in queftion. Some of thefe coins are now in 
my pofleffion, very well preferved, and undoubtedly genuine. 

2. The word HtJ>, annvs, year, or the year, does not 
occur in any of the oriental languages, or dialects, that I have 
hitherto been converfant with ; the term KftttS which is rarely 
ufed, being a different word. Nor can M. l’Abbe authenticate 
the pretended H tl ? 9 by obferving, or rather without any founda¬ 
tion roundly aflerting, that as from HD. is deduced f-Q, fo 
from H 3 t^ may be derived HE^> schat. For we certainly 
know, that there is fuch a word as HD, whereas H!P has not 
hitherto been found. We are not at liberty to frame terms out 
of our own heads, in order to ferve an inaefenfible hypothefis; 
nor will a grammatical conjecture, as I apprehend, realize a 
non-entity. 

3. The numbers expreffed by Phoenician numeral characters 
on certain coins that indifputably belong to Sidon do not amount 
to 112. From whence, as I formerly obferved, we may infer, 
that the sera referred to by thofe coins was the later epoch of 
Sidon, Which if we admit* any year deduced from that sera 

The 
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The figure of the Kopb here is by no means 
the mod antient reprefentation of that element. It 

may, with the utmoft propriety, be ftyted the year of sidon ; 
and that appellation may be more naturally fuppofed to be 
pointed at by the letters Schin and Thau y prefixed to the dates on 
the finall Sidonian coins, than the fingle word at length denoting 
THE YEAR. 

4. On one or two medals in my poffeflion, the element Schin % 

as the initial letter of the year, or in the year, 

not the whole word denoting the year, appears before the 
numeral characters in the exergue. From whence it feeins clearly 
to follow, that the elements preceding thofe characters ought to 
be taken for initial letters, and confequently that the character I 
denominate Tzade ought to be confidered in that view. 

5. The year exhibited by the firft medal in my a plate of Phoe¬ 
nician coins, allowed by M. l’Abbe Barthelemy himfelf to belong 
to Sidon, and adorned with a numeral infcription, denoting 
thirty -six, cannot be the thirty-fixth year of the aera of 
Seleucus, becaufe the Sidonians were then fubjeCt to Ptolemy 
Philadelphus, king of Egypt, in whofe territories the fupputa- 
tion according to that epoch did not take place. The x ra then 
to which the date on this coin refers niuft undoubtedly be 
the proper aera of Sidon, which commenced in the year of 
Rome 643. Nothing therefore can be more natural than to fup- 
pofe, that the two' alphabetic characters preceding the numeral 
infcription fhould be the initial letters of the words 

the year of sidon, as I formerly ventured to fuggeft. From 
whence it feems alfo clearly to follow, that the notation by me 
confidered in a former paper did not prevail at Sidon before the 
207th year of the aera of Seleucus, nearly coincident witji the 
643d of Rome. 

6. If what has been here remarked fhould meet with the ap¬ 
probation of the learned, they will perhaps not fo readily admit 
M. i’Abbe Barthelemy’s pretended coins of Marathus to have ap¬ 
pertained to that inconfiderable city. Befides, fhould this be al¬ 
lowed, which, I am perfuaded, it will not, the notation they ex¬ 
hibit cannot well be fuppofed to have been introduced there be¬ 
fore the later Sidonian sera commenced. For if the numeral 

a See Pbilofopb, Tranfafi. Vol. L. P. ii. Tab. XXXI. p. 791. 
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too much refembles the fquare or Chaldee Koph, 
The character denominated Kappa, vifible on the 


characters above-mentioned were not received in fo large, opulent, 
and polite a city as Sidon, before the year of Rome 643 ; it is 
utterly improbable* that they fhould have been ufed at Marathus, 
or any other obfcure place of Phoenicia, before the commence¬ 
ment of that year. Nay, it is highly probable, that the intro¬ 
duction of them there was pofterior to it. Now if thefe numeral 
characters were firft received at Marathus in the year of Rome 
643, or rather a little after that year, fome of M. PAbbe’s pre¬ 
tended coins of Marathus were {truck there in the days of Strabo. 
But then, according to. that excellent b author, the city was de- 
ftroyed, and it’s territory occupied by the A radians, amongft 
whom it was divided by lot; fo that the foregoing fuppofition is, 
at firft fight, manifeftly abfurd. Farther, the word on thefe 
medals taken by M. PAbbe to denote Marathus is frequently 
not r^nS, as he fuppofes, but though on fome few 

of them part of the laft letter only appears. This M. PAbbe, 
without any manner of foundation, feems to think a new form 
of the ^7« c , and believes it to be the initial letter of the name 
of a month 5 though he had before, in a great meafure at leaft, 
exploded the notion of fuch initial letters. In fine the confidera- 
tions now fubmitted to the judgment of the learned abfolutely 
determined me to cancel part of a iheet of a fmall work, put to 
the prefs here, in 17535 wherein I aflerted, and endeavoured to 
prove, that thofe coins belonged to Marathus. This will be at- 
tefted by the workmen I imployed, and the imprimaTvr given 
me by the Rev. Dr. Brown, Mafter of University College, our 
worthy Vice-Chancellor, at that time. The cancelled part of a 
flieet is ftill in my hands. 

7. In farther eviction of what has been advanced, relative to 
the initial letters in the exergues of certain Sidonian coins ; it 
may not be improper to obferve, that a medal in my fmall col¬ 
lection exhibits the letter Hbeth, immediately after the numerical 
infeription in the exergue. This probably reprefents the 
word DIMIDIVM, half ; as both that term and VZH* or 

qvadrans, qvarter, are expreffed at length on fome 

b Strab. Geography Lib. xvi. p. 1093. Amftelaedami, 1707. 

c Journ . des Sfav. Aout 1760. p. 275. A Amiterdana, *760# 

i See Plate Fig, 
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medals of Croton, Corinth, and Syracufe, (28) as 
well as upon an inedited Punic coin in my fmali 
cabinet, was ufed tor Koph by both the Phoenicians 
and Carthaginians in the earlier times. The form 
•of the Koph likewife on a Punic medal, (29) that 
I formerly attempted to explain, was of a pretty 
high antiquity amongft thofe nations. Nor does (30) 
M. Pellerin merit any great attention, or regard, 
when he affigns that letter the power of Aleph •, the 
character on the coin he refers to on this occafion 
feeming not to point out Aleph , but Koph. Nor 
has he lb much as offered to interpret the greateft 


of the e rarer Samaritan coins. Hence it fhould feem incon- 
teftably clear, that the two Phoenician elements, J? prefixed 
to the fame fort of numerical characters, on fimilar medals, muft 
be viewed either in the fame or a fimilar light $ which, in con¬ 
junction with the ini ial letters preferved on the famous Samaritan 
medal of Bologna, formerly mentioned f , muft fet the point here 
•inlifted on beyond difpute. 

8. From the preceding obfervations it feems manifeftly to ap¬ 
pear, not only that the alphabetic character immediately pre¬ 
fixed to the aforefaid numerals is Txade , but likewife that the 
coins on which thefe are imprefled muft be of a later date. 
Hence we may conclude, that the times in which thofe pieces 
were ftruck may, with a fufficient degree of precifion, be 
afcertained, 

(28) Joan. Bapt. Biancon. De antiq, Lit . Hebmor, & Gracor . 
Libel . p. 57, 63, Bononiae, 1748. 

(29) De Num, quibufd, Sam, & Pboen, Differt, p, 86, 87. 
Oxonii, 1750. 

(30) Recueil de Medallist de Peuples st de ViJles 9 Tom, 
III. p. 14J, 142. A Paris, 1763. 

e Numifm, Antiq . &c. a Tltom. Pembr. & Mont. Gomer. Com. Collett* 
P. 2. T. 85. Num. 7. Adr Reland. De Num, Veter, Hebrjeor, Tab. Non. 
Num. 3. p. 2oz. Traje&i ad Rhenum, 1709. 

f P bilcfoph, Tranfaft, Vol. L. P. ii. p. 752, 
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part of the legend, to which it belongs. Tis certain, 
that this chara&er, as well as that on the Punic 
medal above-mentioned, bears fo perfect a refemblance 
to the figure of Kopb preferved by a coin of Cofyra, 
explained by the learned Sig. Abate Venuti, that it 
cannot well be taken for any other letter. As the 
objection therefore (31) offered byM. Pellerin to my 
notion of this character is deftitute of every fupport, 
it muff fall to the ground of courfe; and confe- 
quently no farther defence of that notion can be 
deemed rcquifite, or expe&ed from, 

S 1 R, 

Your tnofl obedient humble fervant, 

Ch. Ch Ox on ^ 

April 29,1763. John Swinton. 

(31) Recueilde Ale dailies de. P tuples et de Villes , & c, Tom. III. 
p. 141, 142, A Paris, 1763. 
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